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to eat horse meat. That is not what we
are about as a country. There are so
many other alternatives.

We can use animal contraception
methods. We could reopen over 100 herd
management areas that the Bureau of
Land Management has closed. We could
start centers such as the one I saw this
weekend, 61 horses brought from the
wild West for adoption. They came
from Nevada and Wyoming and Cali-
fornia, beautiful creatures. People in
the east coast are adopting them.

There are so many things we could be
doing rather than selling these beau-
tiful creatures for horse meat. We are
not just about dollars and cents. We
are about the things that made our
country great. The wild horse is one of
those things. It inspires poetry; and if
my colleagues do not understand that,
I guess we can’t very well commu-
nicate why this is so important to us.
But I trust the majority of this Con-
gress knows what we are talking about.

Mr. BONILLA. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Before I recognize my final speaker
to close, Mr. Chairman, let me just
point out if it is about the bottom line,
it is about making sure USDA inspec-
tors inspect the American food chain
and not foreign food chains.

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of
the time to the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL).

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from New York for
yielding me time, and I appreciate his
leadership, as well as the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPRATT).

I want to remind my colleagues that
this particular amendment, which is a
funding limitation, however, is still
very similar to an amendment that the
House voted on shortly before we broke
before the Memorial Day district work
period. That particular amendment
passed in an overwhelming fashion and
in a bipartisan fashion. So this is truly
bipartisan when it comes to recog-
nizing how valuable the horse is to this
country and what a symbol it is of our
freedom and how important it is to rec-
ognize this truly American icon.

When Americans think of the horse, I
do not believe they think of it in terms
of foreign cuisine on the tables of coun-
tries around the European area.

This amendment has invoked a lot of
emotion and misinformation. The op-
position has said that this will increase
the abuse of horses and horses running
wild out West. Such statements are not
true.

Here are the facts. Each year some
65,000 horses are slaughtered in this
country for human consumption in Eu-
rope and Asia where they are sold in
restaurants as a delicacy. Another
30,000 are trucked to Canada and Mex-
ico for slaughter. This amendment will
end that slaughter of American horses
for human consumption overseas.
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Slaughter is not the same as humane
euthanasia administered by a veteri-
narian in a very controlled environ-
ment. Euthanasia of horses is adminis-
tered by legal injection, whereas
slaughtered is administered by un-
skilled, untrained workers using the
captive bolt. Many times this is admin-
istered improperly, causing unneces-
sary pain and suffering before death.

Passage of this amendment will not
cause an overpopulation of horses.
Each year 690,000 horses die in the U.S.
many of which are euthanized by a li-
censed veterinarian. Slaughtered
horses represent only 1 percent of
horses that die each year. This would
not result in an overpopulation of
horses as some suggest.

There are alternatives available.
Americans do not profit from slaugh-
tering horses. This is an export-driven
market. Foreigners eat our horses and
foreign companies make money, and
we should stop looking at it in that
perspective and start looking at it in
the American perspective.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SWEENEY).

The question was taken; and the
Chairman announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SWEENEY)
will be postponed.

Mr. BONILLA. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. KING
of Iowa) having assumed the chair, Mr.
RYAN of Wisconsin, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2744) making appro-
priations for Agriculture, Rural Devel-
opment, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2006, and
for other purposes, had come to no res-
olution thereon.

————

LIMITATION ON AMENDMENTS
DURING FURTHER CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 2744, AGRI-
CULTURE, RURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN-

ISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2006

Mr. BONILLA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that during further
consideration of H.R. 2744 in the Com-
mittee of the Whole pursuant to House
Resolution 303, no further amendment
to the bill may be offered except:

Pro forma amendments offered at
any point in the reading by the chair-
man or ranking minority member of
the Committee on Appropriations or
their designees for the purpose of de-
bate;
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Amendments printed in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD and numbered 3 and 6;

Amendment printed in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD and numbered 5, which
shall be debatable for 30 minutes;

An amendment by Mr. HEFLEY, re-
garding an across-the-board cut;

an amendment by Mr. TIAHRT, re-
garding regulations;

an amendment by Mr. BROWN of Ohio,
regarding school food program;

an amendment by Mr. KUCINICH, re-
garding genetically engineered fish;

an amendment by Mr. KUCINICH, re-
garding BSE testing;

an amendment by Mr. WEINER, re-
garding minimum guarantees for agri-
culture funding for States;

an amendment by Mr. STUPAK, re-
garding FDA clinical trials;

an amendment by Mr. STUPAK, re-
garding FDA whistleblowers;

an amendment by Ms. KAPTUR, re-
garding Emerald Ash borer;

an amendment by Mr. GARRETT of
New Jersey, regarding 213A of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act.

Each such amendment may be offered
only by the Member named in this re-
quest or a designee, or the Member who
caused it to be printed in the RECORD
or a designee, shall be considered as
read, shall not be subject to amend-
ment except that the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Sub-
committee on Agriculture, Rural De-
velopment, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies each may
offer one pro forma amendment for the
purpose of debate; and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the
question in the House or in the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Except as otherwise specified, each
amendment shall be debatable for 10
minutes, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent. An amendment shall be consid-
ered to fit the description stated in
this request if it addresses in whole or
in part the object described.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

————

AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN-

ISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 303 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2744.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
2744) making appropriations for Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and
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